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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 
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Disposition of Claims 

4) Kl Claim(s) 1-19 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 
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DETAILED ACTION 



1 . This Office Action is in response to Applicant's Patent Application, Serial No. 
10/772,275, with a File Date of February 6, 2004. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1, 4-10 and 12-19 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Levy (USP 5,612,690). 

Relative to claims 1,10 and 19, Levy teaches a compact keypad system and method (col. 2, lines 
26-67 and col. 3, lines 1-42); Levy further teaches a compact telephone ( input device of an 
electronic transmission apparatus) having a keyboard comprising keys adapted to input numerals 
form "0" to "9", wherein a key adapted to input a numeral is also adapted to input an 
alphabetical character, the keyboard is adapted to input remaining alphabetical characters by a 
combination stoke of more than one keys (col. 1, lines 11-21; col. 4, lines 48-67 and Figs. 1 and 
7b), the keyboard surface comprises areas on which the user's finger shall be placed when 
stroking a key of combination of keys (col. 4, lines 57-63 and Fig. 1), wherein each of these 
keyboard surface areas corresponds to at least one character to be inputted (col. 4, lines 577-63 
ands Fig. 1), and the keyboard has such a layout and configuration that the arrangement of said 
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keyboard surface area corresponds topologically to the arrangement of character keys of 
QWARTY keyboard, (col. 5, lines 67-67 and Fig. 9). 

The difference between the teachings of the prior art (Levy) and that of the instant 
invention is that wherein the instant invention teaches a "mobile telephone"; Levy teaches a 
"cellular telephone" (col. 1, lines 16-18) and a "compact telephone keypad" (col. 4, line 49); 
though it is well know to one of ordinary skill in the art that cellular phones are mobile 
telephones as recited in the claims of the instant invention; however the difference in the 
language that describes the format of the telephone is different in the instant invention and the 
identified prior art. 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention that the teachings of the prior art (Levy) satisfy the limitations of claims 1,10 and 19 
of the instant invention. 

Regarding claims 4 and 12, Levy further teaches the mobile telephone wherein the keys are 
sized and configured in such a way that the user can stroke four adjacent keys with one finger 
(col. 4, lines 48-67; col. 5, lines 57-61 and Fig. 1). 

Relative to claims 5 and 13, Levy further teaches the mobile telephone wherein the keyboard 
surface comprises areas on which the user's finger shall be place when stroking a key or 
combination of keys, wherein each of these keyboard surface areas corresponds to at lease one 
character to be inputted, (col. 4, lines 57-63 and Fig. 1). 

As to claims 6 and 14, Levy further teaches the mobile telephone wherein each said area is 
marked with its corresponding character (Fig. 7b). 
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Relative to claim 7 and 15, Levy further teaches the mobile telephone wherein the keyboard has 
such a layout that a plurality of combination strokes in which one common key is used, inputs a 
corresponding plurality characters situated in the alphabet one after another (Fig. 7b). 
Regarding claims 8 and 17, Levy further teaches the mobile telephone wherein the keyboard has 
such a layout and configuration that the arrangement of said keyboard surface areas corresponds 
topologically to the arrangement of character keys of QWERTY keyboard (col. 5, lines 65-67 
and Fig. 9). 

Regarding claims 9 and 18, Levy further teaches the mobile telephone wherein the keyboard has 
such a layout and configuration that the arrangement of said keyboard surface areas is the same 
as the arrangement of character keys of QWERTY keyboard (col. 5, lines 65-67 and Fig. 9). 
As to claim 16, Levy further teaches the mobile telephone wherein said keyboard surface areas 
are arranged in the alphabetical order (Fig. 7a). It being understood the Fig 7a shows the 
keyboard surface area arranged in alphabetical order with the exception of two final letters 
"Yand Z" 

4. Claims 2-3 and 1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Levy 
as applied to claim 1 and 10 respectively in item 3 hereinabove, and further in view of Lapeyre 
(USP 4,891,777). 

Regarding claims 2-3 and 1 1 Levy does not specifically teach the input device wherein the keys 
are sized and configured in such a way that the user can stroke two adjacent keys or three 
adjacent keys with one finger. 

Lapeyre teaches a single hand keyboard arrays providing alphanumeric capabilities from 
twelve keys (col. 2, lines 18-68); Lapeyre further teaches the input device wherein the keys are 
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sized and configured in such a way that the user can stroke two adjacent keys or three adjacent 
keys with one finger (Abstract). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
provide th the device as taught by Levy the feature as taught by Lapeyre in order to provide the 
capability to utilize two or three keys being stroked simultaneously to increase the number 
of character that can be initiated. 

Conclusion 

5. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 



U. S Patent No. 


5,790,103 


Willner 


U. S. Patent No. 


4,994,992 


Lapeyre 


U. S. Patent No. 


4,400,593 


Kunz 


Pub. No. 


US 2001/0048378 


Hone 
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To Respond 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Vincent E. Kovalick whose telephone number is 571-272-7669. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday 7:30- 4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Bipin Shalwala can be reached on 571-272-7681. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




Vincent E. Kovalick 
September 25, 2006 
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